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earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S action is non-final. 
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Replacement drawing sheet{s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7, 9, 10, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over as being anticipated by Applicant Admit Prior Art (AAPA), in view of Thall (5,880,813 A), 
a) With respect to claim 1, AAPA discloses means defining a first light path (Figure 3, item 
a); reflective means (figure 3, item 3) arranged to divert light from the first light path (item a) 
along a second light path (figure 3, item b) extending through a first window (figure 3, item 4) 
and into a subject eye (figure 3, item 9); a second window (figure 3, item 7) through which an 
user can view a subject eye (9) along a path (figure 3, item c) extending generally parallel to the 
second light path (item b); and a baffle (figure 3, item 6) substantially reduces ("substantially 
reduce" does not mean 1 00% prevent or block light exiting second window. Therefore, the light 
from light path still exits through the second window 5" as stated in of applicant's specification, 
paragraph [0033]), any light from the first light path (a) from exiting the ophthalmoscope 
through the second window (paragraph 0029-0034). However, AAPA does not implicitly 
disclose wherein the baffle (figure 3, item 6) arranged between the first light path (item a) and a 
second window (4). Within the same field of endeavor, Thall disclose a Retinal Diagnostic 
device in Figures 10 and 1 1 with teaching of a first light path from light source (item 16) to a 
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reflector (24) and a second window to eye examiner (figure 10, item 56 or figure 1 1, item 80) 
wherein a baffle (item 70, as defined by applicant for reducing light to the second windows) 
arranged between the first light path and the second windows (56 of figure 10 or windows 80 of 
figure 11). 

It would have been obvious, therefore, at the time the invention was made to a person 
having skill in the art to construct the acoustic imaging apparatus with acoustic lens system such 
as disclosed by AAPA, and with a baffle arranged between the first light path and the windows . 
such as discloses by Thall, for purpose of limiting or reducing light passing to the eye examiner. 

b) With respect to claim 2, AAPA further discloses wherein the first light path (a) defining 
means comprises a tube (figure 3, item 2). 

c) With respect to claims 3 and 4, AAPA further discloses wherein outer surface tube is 
opaque and inside surface tube is non-reflective. 

d) With respect to claim 5, AAPA further discloses wherein reflective means comprises a 
mirror (item 3). 

e) With respect to claim 7, AAPA further discloses wherein said reflective means is inclined 
at approximately 45° to the first light path (item a). 

f) With respect to claims 9 and 10, AAPA further discloses wherein the first window is an 
aperture and wherein the second window is an aperture (figure 3, item 6). 

* 

h) With respect to claims 12 and 13 is AAPA in view of Thall disclose means defining a 
first light path (Figure 3, item a); reflective means (figure 3, item 3) arranged to divert light from 
the first light path (item a) along a second light path (figure 3, item b) extending through a first 
window (figure 3, item 4) and into a subject eye (figure 3, item 9); a second window (figure 3, 
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item 7) through which an user can view a subject eye (9) along a path (figure 3, item c) 
extending generally parallel to the second light path (item b); and a baffle (figure 3, item 6) 
substantially reduces ("substantially reduce" does not mean 1 00% prevent or block light exiting 
second window. Therefore, the light from light path still exits through the second window 5" as 
stated in of applicant's specification, paragraph [0033]), any light from the first light path (a) 
from exiting the ophthalmoscope through the second window (paragraph 0029-0034); wherein a 
baffle (item 70, as defined by applicant for reducing light to the second windows) arranged 
between the first light path and the second windows (56 of figure 10 or windows 80 of figure 
1 1). However, AAPA and Thall do not disclose wherein the baffle comprises a flange or block. 
Although the AAPA view of Thall does not teach the exact shape or size of the baffle as being a 
flange or block as claimed by Applicant, the shape or size differences are considered obvious and 
are not patentable unless unobvious or imexpected results are obtained from these changes. 
Additionally, the Applicant has presented no discussion in the specification which convinces the 
Examiner that the particular shape or size of the baffle is anything more than one of numerous 
shapes or sizes a person of ordinary skill in the art would find obvious for the purpose of 
providing support. It appears that these changes produce no fimctional differences and therefore 
would have been obvious. 

3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Applicant Admit 
Prior Art (AAPA) in view of Thall (5,880,713 A) as applied to claim 5 above, and ftirther in 
view of Epitropoulos (US Patent 6,783,239 B2). 

The teachings of AAPA in view of Thall are described with reference to claims 1 and 5 
above. However, AAPA and Thall do not disclose wherein shape of the mirror is semicircular. 
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Within the same field of endeavor, Epitropoulos discloses tester device with teaching of a 
reflector having semicircular shape (column 3, lines 29-30). 

It would have been obvious, therefore, at the time the invention was made to a person 
having skill in the art to construct the ophthalmic device with the reflective means such as 
disclosed by AAPA and Thall, and with a semicircular reflective shape such as discloses by Lo, 
for purpose of reflecting. 

4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Applicant Admit 
Prior Art (AAPA) in view of Thall (5,880,713 A) as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Lo (US 
Pub. 2004/0012759 Al). 

The teachings of AAPA in view of Thall are described with reference to claims 1 above. 
However, AAPA does not disclose wherein the reflective means is a prism. Within the same 
field of endeavor, Lo discloses ophthalmic device with teaching of a reflective means is a 
prismatic shaped reflector (figure 12, item 16). 

It would have been obvious, therefore, at the time the invention was made to a person 
having skill in the art to construct the ophthalmic device with the reflective means such as 
disclosed by AAPA and Thall, and with a prism reflective means such as discloses by Lo, for 
purpose of reflecting. 

A llomible Subject Matter 

5. Claim 1 1 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 
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The reason for the indication of allowable subject matter is that (claim 1 1) wherein the 
reflective means is mounted on the baffle as disclosed in the claim is not found in the prior art. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuyen Q. Tra whose telephone number is 571-272-2343. The 

examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky L. Mack can be reached on 571-272-2333. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, cqntact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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